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The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, D. C. 20534

Re: CC Docket #92-77
Dear Chairman Hundt:

1 am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators:of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What’s more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; immnate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs; family visitation etc.

Here are a few of my biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:
e It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

e Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

s  Without the authority to process calls. inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

e The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyone!

e Under BPP. correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls, which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses. jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

e  Without call control. facilities would be unabie to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR QUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP does become
regulation. we urge vou to make inmate calls exempt. Thank you for your consideration of my views.

Sincerelyv.

Benton County Sheriff’s Dept.
GLENN SPENCER, SHERIFF ). of bsreo'd__d'__

P.O. BOX 67 » WARSAW, MO 65355 it ABC

816/438-5252 - ’ 438-6666
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The Honorable Reed E. Hundr, Chairman
Federal Communicarions Commission
1919 M Street, NW

Washingron, D, C. 20554

Re:  CC Docket No. $2-77 Opposition to Billed Party Preference

Dear Chairman Hundt:
We are opposed 10 the application of Billed Party Preference (BPP) at inmate facilities.

We have analyzed the security and administration needs at our facility and have found it 10 be
necessary to route inmate calls from our facillty to a single carrier thar is equipped 1o handle
inmate calls and with whom we have @ contractual relationship, We cannot allow inmates to
have open access to the telecommunications nenvork and the freedom to use any carrier they
please. BPP will take away our right to coordinate inmates calls through a carrier we know
and trust. Instead, inmate calls will be routed to @ number of different carriers, none of
whom will have any obligation 10 us, and few thar will be trained to handle inmaze calls.

We have also found it necessary 10 install phone equipmens thar is specifically designed for
inmaze calls, This equipmens helps preven: fraud, abusive calls, and other criminal activiry
over the telephone nerwork. Given the constanr budgerary constrainis that we are under, we
cannot afford ro provide this equipmens withous the help of inmate phone service providers.
BPP would allow also eliminate the revenue stream that finances our inmate phones. If BPP
is applied to inmate facilisies, there will be no way for us to finance these phones, nor will
there be inmate phone service providers to assist us. Without inmate phones, the morale of
our inmates will be devastated. The resulting increase in tension will make it more difficult

SJor our swaff to manage inmates.

Furthermore, we are sensitive to the races inmare families pay for calls. We fully appreciate
the FCC’s concern if some Sheriffs do not take responsibility for provecring inmaze families
from abusive rates. We do not agree with the FCC that the solurion for this lack of
responsibility is BPP, The proper and more effective action would be to adopt rate ceilings
on inmate calls and then ler Sheriffs enforce these rate cetlings through their contracts.
Indeed we believe the overwhelming majority of Sheriffs are committed to requiring rases that

are fatr and reasonable.

In short, BPP would take away our ability to employ importans security and administrarive
measures thar we have found io be necessary ar our faciliry, uitimately reducing inmare phone
availability, which in turn decreases the efficiency of our staff. We urge you 10 not adopr
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regulations that interfere with our edministrative and security decislons -- decisions that are
clearly within our discretion and which we have a public responsibility ro make.

Respecrfully submitred;

% ; l/fzuvt.JAJT'
Name / Titl

&meg { ;,,,E; !m CJTER.
Name of Correcrional Facility

Hod Kaditwor™ v

Nowsw MDD, 21204
Address
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July 22, 1994

The Honorable Reed E, Hund:, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Re:  CC Docker No. 92-77 Opposition to Billed Party Preference
Dear Chairman Hundy:
We are opposed to the application of Billed Party Preference (BPP) at inmate facilities.

We have analyzed the security and adminisiration needs at our facility and have found it to be
necessary to roure inmate calls from our facility to a single carrier that is equipped to handle
Inmate calls and with whom we have a consractual relationship, We cannot gllow inmates to
have open access 10 the telecommunications nerwork and the freedom to use any carrier they
Dlease. BPP will take away our right to coordinate inmates calls through a carrier we know
and trust. Instead, inmate calls will be routed to a number of differens carriers, none of
whom will have any obligation 10 us, and few thas will be trained 1o handle inmaze calls,

We have also found it necessary to install phone equipmens thar is specifically designed for
inmate calls. This equipment helps prevens fraud, abusive calls, and other criminal activity
over the telephone nerwork. Given the constant budgetary constrainis that we are under, we
cannot gfford ro provide rhis equipmens without the help of inmate phone service providers.
BPP would allow also eliminate the revenue siream that finances our inmate phones. If BPP
is applied to inmate facilities, there will be no way for us 1o finance these phones, nor will
there be inmate phone service providers to assist us. Without inmate phones, the morale of
our inmates will be devastated. The resulting increase in tension will make it more difficult

Jor our siaff to manage inmates.

Furthermore, we are sensitive to the rates inmare families pay for calls. We fully appreciate
the FCC’s concern if some Sheriffs do not take responsibility for protecting inmaze families
from abusive rates. We do not agree with the FCC that the solution for this lack of
responsibility is BPP, The proper and more ¢éffective action would be to adopt rate ceilings
on inmate calls and then ler Sheriffs enforce these rate ceilings through their contracts.
Indeed we believe the overwhelming majority of Sheriffs are committed to requiring rates thar

are fair and reasonable.

In short, BPP would take away our ability to employ importanr security and administrasive
measures thar we have found io be necessary ar our faciliry, ultimately reducing inmate phone
availability, which in turn decreases the efficiency of our staff. We urge you 10 not adopt
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regulations that interfere with our administrative and security decisions -- decisions that are
clearly within our discretion and which we have a public responsibillty to make.

Steven C. McLain
Deputy Administrator

Baltimore County
Bureau of Corrections
404 Kenilworth Drive
Towson, Maryland 21204

(410) 337-6700, Fax: (410) 825-8002

Respecifully submirred,
*&@\Cﬂw Lo Deprvry Atriansseamer
Name / Title —

Bacronorne. Covung Dereamen Giner

PR A

Name of Correctional Facility

Hou  JEuwhooa Dewe

ouwson, Mo 2204
Address
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
July 22, 1994 OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

The Honorable Reed E. Hund:, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW

Washingron, D.C. 20554

Re:  CC Docket No. 92-77 Opposition to Billed Party Preference

Dear Chairman Hundt:
We are opposed 1o the applicarion of Billed Party Preference (BPP) at inmate facilities.

We have analyzed the security and administration needs a: our facility and have found it 10 be
necessary to route inmate calls from our facility to a single carrier thas is equipped 10 handle
inmate calls and with whom we have a contractual relationship, We cannot allow inmates to
have open access ro the telecommunications nerwork and the freedom to use any carrier they
please. BPP will take away our right to coordinate inmates calls through a carrier we know
and trust, Instead, Inmare calls will be routed to a number of different carriers, none of
whom will have any obligation 10 us, and few thar will be trained to handle inmaze calls.

We have also found ir necessary to install phone equipment thar is specificaily designed for
inmate calls. This equipment helps prevens fraud, abusive calls, and other criminal activity
over the 1elephone nerwork. Given the constant budgetary constraints that we are under, we
cannot afford 10 provide this equipment withows the help of inmate phone service providers.
 BPP would allow also eliminate the revenue siream rhat finances our inmate phones. If BPP
is applied to inmaze facilities, there will be no way for us to finance these phones, nor will
there be inmate phone service providers to assist us. Without inmate phones, the morale of
our inmates will be devastated. The resulting increase in rension will make it more difficult

Jor our staff to manage inmates.

Furthermore, we are sensitive 1o the races inmare families pay for calls. We fully appreclate
the FCC’s concern if some Sheriffs do not take responsibility for provecting inmate families
from abusive rates. We do not agree with the FCC that the soluvion for this lack of
responsibility is BPP, The proper and more éffective action would be to adopt rate ceilings
on inmate calls and then ler Sheriffs enforce these rate ceilings through thelr contracts,
Indeed we believe the overwhelming majority of Sheriffs are commirted to requiring rates that

are fair and reasonable.

In short, BPP would take away our ability to employ important security and administrasive
measures thar we have found io be necessary ar our facility, ultimazely reducing inmate phone
availabiliry, which in turn decreases the efficiency of our siaff. We urge you 1o not adopr
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regulations that interfere with our administrative and security decisions -- decisions that are
clearly within our discretion and which we have a public responsibility to make.

Respecrfully submited,

Y LG Bl

Name / Title

RALTO. CO. RUPEMU OF ColbbC TS

Name of Correcrional Facility

Yoy fEUIcumeTd 4R
Address
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July 20, 1594 PR v OF T SECAETARY
The Honorable Reed Hundt, Chairman

Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, D. C. 20554

Re: CC Docket #92-77
Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What’s more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; inmate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs; family visitation efc.

Here are a few of my biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:
e It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

s  Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

¢  Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

* The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs evervone!

e  Under BPP, correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls. which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

e  Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP does become
regulation. we urge vou to make inmate calls exempt. Thank you for vour consideration of my views.

Sbrr CO.
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The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street. N.W.

Washington. D. C. 20534

¥

Re: CC Docket #92-77
Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years. administrators of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What’s more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; inmnate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs: family visitation etc.

Here are a few of my biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:
e It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

¢  Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

o  Without the authority to process calls. inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

o The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs evervone!

¢  Under BPP. correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate cails. which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

o  Without call controi. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR QUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP does become
regulation. we urge vou to make inmate calls exempt. Thank vou for vour consideration of my views.

Sincerely.

otk h W0 gfw%——
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The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, D. C. 20334

Re: CC Docket #92-77
Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP reguliation.

Over the past ten years, administrators:of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonabie rates. What’s more.
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education: inmate heaith, education and recreation; jail personnel safety;: drug prevention and other
community programs; family visitation etc.

Here are a few of my biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:
e It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

e  Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

o  Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

» The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs evervone!

¢ Under BPP, correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls, which
means no call tracking or biocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

o  Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
bv inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP does become
regulation. we urge vou to make inmate calls exempt. Thank vou for vour consideration of my views.

Singerely.
s 4.
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The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, D. C. 20334

Re: CC Docket #92-77
Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators'of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What’s more.
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; immate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs; family visitation etc.

Here are a few of my biggest concerns ubout Billed Party Preference:
e It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

¢  Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

e  Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end resuit: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

o The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs evervone!

¢  Under BPP. correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls. which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

¢  Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR QUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP does become
regulation. we urge vou to make inmate calls exempt. Thank vou for vour consideration of my views.

Sincerely.
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July 20, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, D. C. 20554

Re: CC Docket #92-77
Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators of cortectional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What’s more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; inmate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs, family visitation etc.

Here are a few of my biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:
o [t strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

¢ Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

¢  Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

o The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyone!

e  Under BPP, correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls, which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

¢  Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud probiems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP does become
regulation. we urge vou to make inmate calls exempt. Thank vou for vour consideration of my views.

Sincgsely.
\B'V\C(RB“’\
AV

WM. C. BRUBOBEMANN
Cass County Sherift No. o Coples m.d_a-_

P.O. Box 10 Ligt
Plattsmouth, NE 68048-0010
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The Honorable Reed Hundt, Chairman .
Federal Communications Commission DOFWT T L' POPY ORlGINAl

1919 M Street, NW.
Washington, D. C. 20554

Re: CC Docket #92-77
Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators of cortectional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What’s more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. e use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; inmate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs; family visitation eftc.

Here are a few of my biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:
e It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

e  Technology for BPP would reportedlv cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

e  Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

e  The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyone!

e Under BPP, correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls, which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

o  Without call control, facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others, we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP does become
regulation. we urge vou to make inmate calls exempt. Thank vou for vour consideration of my views.

Sincerely.

Mol Waepes
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July 20, 1994 FEDER I OF THE SECRETARY

The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, D. C. 20554

Re: CC Docket #92-77
Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP. affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators:of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What’s more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education, inmate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs; familv visitation etc.

Here are a few of my biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:
o It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

e Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

e  Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

o The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs evenyone!

» Under BPP, correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls, which
means no call tracking or biocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

e  Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countliess others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR QUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP does become
regulation. we urge vou to make inmate cails exempt. Thank vou for vour cpnsideration of my views.

No.f Coples rec'd__i-—




RECEIVED
A AUG 12 1994

FEDERAL COMMUNIGATIONS COMMISSION
July 20, 1994 AP OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
- POPYETEHE /ooy ooy
The Honorable Reed Hundt, Chairman AR HAY A
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, D. C. 20554

Re: CC Docket #92-77
Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators of cortectional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What’s more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; ininate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs; familv visitation etc.

Here are a few of my biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:
o It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

e  Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

¢  Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

e The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs everyone!

+ Under BPP, correctional facilities would no longer have contrel over inmate calls, which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges, witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

e  Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud probiems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP does become
regulation. we urge vou el cergpt. Thank vou for vour consideration of my views.

Sincerely.

g 2
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The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, D. C. 20354

Re: CC Docket #92-77
Dear Chairman Hundt:

1 am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP. affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone cails. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What’s more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; imnate heaith, education and recreation; jail personnel safery; drug prevention and other
community programs; family visitation etc.

Here are a few of my biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:
o [t strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

e Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.3 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

*  Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

o The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs evervone!

o  Under BPP. correctionai facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls. which
means no call tracking or biocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

o Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
bv inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR QUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP does become
regulation. we urge vou to make inmate calls exempt. Thank vou for vour consideration of my views.

Sincerely.

Srh PRl
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The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, D. C. 20354

Re: CC Docket #92-77
Dear Chairman Hundt;

1 am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates. their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What’s more.
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; ininate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs; familv visitation efc.

Here are a few of my biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:
o It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

s Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

«  Without the authority to process cails. inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result; fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

o The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs evervone!

¢  Under BPP, correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls, which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses. jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

e  Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
bv inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP does become
regulation. we urge vou to make inmate calls exempt. Thank vou for vour consideration of my views.

incerelv
Q/V*(QM»

Gene Cavenaugh
Shelby County Sheriff
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The Honorable Reed E. Hunt

Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, NW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hunt:

As the Sheriff of Texas County, Missouri, I am writing to you regarding the FCC proposal
for Billed Party Preference. We are currently using an Inmate Phone Service which has
been very helpful in managing our inmate facility, and we would not want to lose the
benefits we receive from its services.

This service was most advantageous during a recent prisoner escape. Through the records
maintained by AmeriTel, we were able to determine a potential destination, possible
companions, and other related nformation. This helped result in the prisoner’s capture
within a brief time. I believe that the Billed Party Preference proposal will eliminate this
and other valuable benefits we now obtain from our ability to select our phone provider..

I feel that this added information available for law enforcement contributes greatly to the
safety of the general public. The current practice of billing the originating telephone for a
call should not be changed in the case of calls from inmate facilities. Please give this
proposal a vote to exempt inmate facilities from Billed Party Preference regulations.

Sincerely yours,
John Vandiver
Sheriff

zzb

cc: Senator John Danforth
Senator Christopher Bond
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The Honorable Reed E. Hunt

Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, NW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hunt:

As the Sheriff of Audrain County, Missouri, I am writing to you regarding the FCC
proposal for Billed Party Preference. We are currently using an Inmate Phone Service
which has been very helpful in managing our inmate facility, and we would not want to
lose the benefits we receive from its services.

This service was most advantageous during a recent prisoner escape. Through the records
maintained by AmeriTel, we were able to determine a potential destination, possible
companions, and other related information. This helped result in the prisoner’s capture
within a brief time. I believe that the Billed Party Preference proposal will eliminate this
and other valuable benefits we now obtain from our ability to select our phone provider..

I feel that this added information available for law enforcement contributes greatly to the
safety of the general public. The current practice of billing the originating telephone for a
call should not be changed in the case of calls from inmate facilities. Please give this
proposal a vote to exempt inmate facilities from Billed Party Preference regulations.

Sincerely yours,

@fu NN

Stuart Miller
Sheriff

zzb

cc: Senator John Danforth
Senator Christopher Bond
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The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, D. C. 20534

Re: CC Docket #92-77
Dear Chairman Hundt:

1 am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates. their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators'of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What’s more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; immnate healith, education and recreation; jail personne! safety; drug prevention and other
community programs: family visitation etc.

Here are a few of my biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:
e It strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

¢  Technology for BPP wouid reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

¢  Without the authority to process cails. inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

¢ The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs evervone!

o  Under BPP, correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls, which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

e  Without call control. facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
bv inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP does become
regulation. we urge vou to make inmate calls exempt. Thank vou for vour consideration of my views.

Sincerely.

List




RECEIVED

AUG 12 1994

FEDERAL COMMUMCATIONS COMMISSION
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

CKET THE ARy
DOOKET £ o~y

CC o< <M

July 21, 1994

The Honorable Reed E. Hunt

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hunt:

As the Sheriff of Newton County, Missouri, I am writing to you regarding the FCC
proposal for Billed Party Preference. We are currently using an Inmate Phone Service
which has been very helpful in managing our inmate facility, and we would not want to
lose the benefits we receive from its services.

This service was most advantageous during a recent prisoner escape. Through the records
maintained by AmeriTel, we were able to determine a potential destination, possible
companions, and other related information. This helped result in the prisoner’s capture
within a brief time. Ibelieve that the Billed Party Preference proposal will eliminate this
and other valuable benefits we now obtain from our ability to select our phone provider..

I feel that this added information available for law enforcement contributes greatly to the
safety of the general public. The current practice of billing the originating telephone for a
call should not be changed in the case of calls from inmate facilities. Please give this
proposal a vote to exempt inmate facilities from Billed Party Preference regulations.

Sincerely yours,

%)

Ronald Doerge
Sheriff

zzb

cc: Senator John Danforth
Senator Christopher Bond

No. of Copies m-a._ﬁ’_
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July 21, 1994

The Honorable Reed E. Hunt

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hunt:

As the Sheriff of Stone County, Missouri, [ am writing to you regarding the FCC proposal
for Billed Party Preference. We are currently using an Inmate Phone Service which has
been very helpful in managing our inmate facility, and we would not want to lose the
benefits we receive from its services.

This service was most advantageous during a recent prisoner escape. Through the records
maintained by AmeriTel, we were able to determine a potential destination, possible
companions, and other related information. This helped result in the prisoner’s capture
within a brief time. I believe that the Billed Party Preference proposal will eliminate this
and other valuable benefits we now obtain from our ability to select our phone provider..

I feel that this added information available for law enforcement contributes greatly to the
safety of the general public. The current practice of billing the originating telephone for a
call should not be changed in the case of calls from inmate facilities. Please give this
proposal a vote to exempt inmate facilities from Billed Party Preference regulations.

Sincerely yours,

Lonnie Mease

Sheriff

zzb

cc: Senator John Danforth
Senator Christopher Bond

No. of Copies recd__[ 2~
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August 1, 1994
DOCKET [ e ey

The Honorable Reed E. Hundt, Chairman T e e m.‘*...,:‘eA

Federal Commumications Commission

1919 M Street, NW

Washington, 12.C. 20554 FEDERAL

Re: CC Docket No. 92-77 Opposition to Billed Party Preference
Dear Chairman Hundt:
We are opposed to the application of Billed Party Preference (BPP) al inmale [acilities.

We have analyzed the security and administration needs at our facility and have found it to be necessary to route
inmate calls from our facility to a single carrier that is equipped to handle inmate calls and with whom we have a
contractual relationship. We cannot allow inmatcs to have open access to the telccommunications network and the
freedom (o use any carrier they please. BPP will take away our right (o coordinate inmate calls through a camer we
know and trust. Instead, inmate calls will be routed to a number of different carriers, none of whom will have any
obligation to us, and few that will be trained to handle inmate calls.

We have also found it necessary to install phone equipment that is specifically designed for inmate calls.

~This equipment helps prevent fraud, abusive calls, and other criiinal activity over the telephone network. Given
the constant budgetary constraints that we are under, we cannot afford to provide this equipment without the help
of mmate phone service providers. BPP would also climinate the revenue stream that finances our inmate phones.
I BPP is applied to inmate facilities, there will be no way for us to finance these phones, nor will there be inmate
phone service providers to assist us. Without inmate phones, the morale of our inmates will be devastated. The
resulting increase in tension will make it more difficult for our staff to manage inmates.

TFurthermore, we are sensitive to the rates inmate families pay for calls. We tully appreciate the I'CC's concem if
some Sheriffs do not take responsibility for protecting inmate families from abusive rates. We do not agree with the
FCC that the solution for this lack of responsibility is BPP. The proper and more effective

action would be to adopt rate ceilings on imate calls and then let Sheriffs enforce these rate ceilings

through their contracts. Indeed we believe the overwhelming majority of Sheriffs are committed to

requiring rates that are fair and reasonable.

In short, BPP would take away our ability to employ important security and administrative measures that we have
found to be necessary at our facility, ultimately reducing inmate phone availability, which in turn decreases the
efficiency of our staff. We urge you to not adopt regulations that interfere with our administrative and security
decisions -- decisions that are clearly within our discretion and which we have a public responsibility to make.

Respectfully submitted,
olan Py faln A
Name/Title }

Ll Eitn Tw/

Naume of Correctional Facility

V4 N -V 104V U//ZL S

Address 2’/ 2 VJ"Y\S
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The Honorable Reed Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N'W.

Washington, D. C. 20554

Re: CC Docket #92-77
Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to voice my concerns about the proposed Billed Party Preference regulation. The correctional
facility inmate phone industry would be severely jeopardized by BPP, affecting inmates, their families and
the criminal justice system as a whole. For this reason, we are asking that inmate calls be exempt from
the proposed BPP regulation.

Over the past ten years, administrators of correctional facilities have been able to put into place a very
effective system for allowing inmate phone calls. The right to choose our phone service provider has been
key to our success. This service has always been delivered to us at very reasonable rates. What’s more,
inmate phone commissions have been a significant source of revenue for our facility and have helped us
improve it dramatically. We use this revenue to fund various programs including: law enforcement
education; inmate health, education and recreation; jail personnel safety; drug prevention and other
community programs, family visitation etc.

Here are a few of my biggest concerns about Billed Party Preference:
o [t strips correctional facility administrators of the right to choose inmate phone providers.

e  Technology for BPP would reportedly cost upwards of $1.5 billion. an expense that would
have to be passed along to the consumer.

¢  Without the authority to process calls, inmate phone providers would no longer have the
revenue to provide the sophisticated phone systems used in prisons. The end result: fewer
phones with fewer security features. Facilities would have to revert to the old ways of
supervising each and every inmate call.

e The average length of stay in jail would increase because inmates would not have the phone
privileges required to make arrangements for obtaining bond. This costs evervone!

o  Under BPP, correctional facilities would no longer have control over inmate calls, which
means no call tracking or blocking. Inmates could conceivably harass judges. witnesses, jury
members or even the victims of their crimes.

¢  Without call control, facilities would be unable to control fraud problems currently handled
by inmate phone providers.

For the above reasons. and countless others. we believe that THE COSTS OF BILLED PARTY
PREFERENCE FOR INMATE CALLS FAR OUTWEIGH THE BENEFITS. If BPP does become

GARYR.
Thayer Cou
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The Honorable Reed E. Hunt

Federal Commumications Commission FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
1919 M Street, NW OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hunt:

As the Sheriff of Brown County, Kansas, I am writing to you regarding the FCC proposal
for Billed Party Preference. We are currently using an Inmate Phone Service which has
been very helpful in managing our inmate facility, and we would not want to lose the
benefits we receive from its services.

This service was most advantageous during a recent prisoner escape. Through the records
maintained by AmeriTel, we were able to determine a potential destination, possible
companions, and other related information. This helped result in the prisoner’s capture
within a brief time. I believe that the Billed Party Preference proposal will eliminate this
and other valuable benefits we now obtain from our ability to select our phone provider..

I feel that this added information available for law enforcement contributes greatly to the
safety of the general public. The current practice of billing the originating telephone for a
call should not be changed in the case of calls from inmate facilities. Please give this
proposal a vote to exempt inmate facilities from Billed Party Preference regulations.

Sinc}ely)yours,

o
’

Robei-t . Hendricks

cc: Senator Robert Dole
Senator Nancy Landon Kassebaum
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